G@ounty of Tios Angeles 
Sheriff's Bepartment Headquariers 
4700 Ramona Boulevard 
Monterey Park, California 91754-2163 


LEROY D. BACA, shinier 


July 28, 2003 


E Darren Hager, + 


Deputy Hager: 


On December 3, 2002, you were served with a Letter of Intention indicating your right to 
respond tothe Sheriffs Department's pending disciplinary action against you, as reported under 
File Number IAB 2051800. You were also advised of your right to review the material on which 
the discipline was based. 


You did exercise your right to respond. However, after review and consideration of the 
response submitted to support your position, your Division Chief determined that the 
recommended discipline is appropriate. 


You are hereby notified that you are discharged from your position of Deputy Sheriff, Item No. 
2708A, with this Department, effective at the close of business on July 28, 2003. 


An investigation under File Number IAB 2051800, conducted by Internal Affairs Bureau, 
coupled with your own statements, has established the following: 


alts That in violation of Manual of Policy and Procedures Sections 3- 
01/030.15, Conduct Toward Others and/or 3-01/030.35, Unnecessary 
Interference, on or between December 1999 and October 2001, vou 
conducted a personnel investigation regarding Deputy fi 
and recklessly accused Deputy| f associating with drug dealers 
and having knowledge/involvement in the alleged murder of Deputy 

Moreover, you made these allegations to your 
Supervisors. 


A Tradition of Service 


Deputy Darren Hager, E | 2 


2. That in violation of Manual of Policy and Procedures Sections 3- 
01/040.70, False Statements and/or 3-01/050.10, Performance to 
Standards, you made false statements to your supervisor, Lieutenant 
Ronald Shreves, concerning information gleaned from Federal wire taps 
and/or various informants, which was used to support your theory that 
Depu as involved in criminal acts with known drug 
dealers and may have been involved in the alleged murder of Deputy 


in taking this disciplinary action, your record with this Department has been considered, and 
a thorough review of this incident has been made by Department executives, including your 
Unit and Division Commanders 


You may appeal the Department's action in this matter pursuant to Rules 4.02, 4.05 and 18.02 
of the Civil Service Rules. 


You may, i’ you so desire, within fifteen (15) business days from the date of service of this notice 
of discharge, request a hearing on these charges before the Los Angeles County Civil Service 
Commission, 222 North Grand Avenue, Los Angeles, California 90012. 

The Sheriff's Department reserves the right to amend and/or add to this letter. 


Sincerely, 


LEROY D. BACA, SHERIFF 


[tlan T Trak 


WILLIAM T. STONICH 
UNDERSHERIFF 


Note: Attached for your convenience are excerpts of the applicable areas of the Manual of 
Policy and Procedures and Civil Service Rules. 


WTS:WJM:EBS:tm 


Deputy Darren Hager, ZZ 


C Advocacy Unit 
Neal B. Tyler, Chief, Field Operations Region | 
Carl H. Deeley, Captain, Lancaster Station 
Internal Affairs Bureau 
Office of Independent Review (OiR) 
Robert C. Lindsey, Director, Personnel Administration 
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o@..., Of LOS ANGELES (J 


SHERIFFS DEPARTMENT 


DATE: December 3, 2002 
DISPOSITION SHEET 
FILENO. IAB 2051800 


FROM: NEAL B. TYLER, A/CHIEF TO: DENNIS H. BURNS, CAPTAIN 
FIELD OPERATIONS REGION i INTERNAL AFFAIRS BUREAU 


SUBJECT: HAGER, Darren, -M 
Deputy Sheriff Bonus 1 
Lancaster Station 
Field Operations Region I 


Upon consideration of the facts developed in this investigation, | have determined that Subject 
Hager should be DISCHARGED for the reasons set forth in the attached documentation. This 
decision may be reconsidered based on the employee's response. 

z 


Í 


Neal B. Tyler, Chief/ 
2/2/02 
Date 


CASE REVIEWED BY: E 


à as, , 
Larry/L. Waldie, Assistant Sheriff 


(av 3-v2— (2 4 EF 


Date Date 


William T. Stonich 
Undersheriff 


Date 


DISPOSITION WORKSHEET 


Case Number: IAB #2051800 


Subject: Darren Hager, Deputy 
Investigator: Larry Gregg, Sergeant 
Advocate: 


CASE SUMMARY: 
Tt is alleged that Deputy Darren Hager falsely accused Deput f having been 
involved in the death or disappearance of Deputy| and associating with known drug 
dealers/criminals and assisting those drug dealers/criminals in the furtherance of their crimes. It is 
further alleged that Deputy Hager made false statements regarding Deputy amemorandum 
penned by Subject Shreves, wherein information was provided by Subject Hager. 


DISPOSITION OF CHARGES 


The following potential charges have been prepared by the Internal Affairs Bureau. Please indicate 
your disposition of each potential charge, and put any additional founded charges (with references 
to the investigation) on an attached sheet. 


Potential Charge #1: 


That in violation of the Department’s Manual of Policy and Procedures section(s) 3-01/030.15, 
Conduct Toward Others and/or 3-01/030.35, Unnecessary Interference, on or between December 


1999 and October 2001, you conducted a ersonnel investigation regarding Deput} 
| ay recklessly accused > fll associating with drug dealers and having 
knowledge/involvement in the alleged murcer — Moreover, you made 
these allegations to your supervisors. 


Evidente Reference: 


Comptainan BO mb vcs erson’s interview transcription - page 13- Wherein he stated 
he was accused of killing Deput 


Complainant B mbudsperson’s interview transcription - page 14- Wherein he said 
Subject Hager and Subject Shreves began investigating him for the alleged murder of Deputy 


Complainan O mbu dsperson’s interview transcription- page 15- Wherein Subject 
Shreves told three briefings that he Oo had killed Deput 
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Complainant ombudsperson’s interview transcription- page 18- Wherein he said 
the gist of his complaint is that he was falsely accused of murdering Deputy 


Complainant jombudsperson’s interview transcription - page 19- Wherein he said 
that as a result of these false allegations, he, on one occasion, was illegally detained by his watch 


commander. 


Complainant i mbudsperson’s interview transcription - page 20- Wherein he 
believes his reputation has been irreversibly damaged. 


Complainant AB interview transcription - page 3- Wherein he learned that the Task 
Force had tapped his telephone. 


Complainant a8 interview transcription - page 3- Wherein he said he was detained 
by his watch commander for two hours as a result of the false allegations. 


Complainan AB interview transcription - page 4- Wherein he was told by ICIB that 
he was being investigated for manufacturing methamphetamine. 


Complainant [EAB interview transcription - page 5 and 6- Wherein he said Deputy 
Dick Litchko, Sergeant Vince Burton and Sergeant Anthony Hellins told him that Subject, 
Shreves went to three briefing and told those briefings that he f | had killed Deputy! 


Complainant {” IAB interview transcription- page 4 and 5- Wherein he said Subject 
Hager was misrepresenting information obtained from wire taps. 


Witness Bailey’s interview transcription- page 21- Wherein he said Subjects Hager and 
Shreves believed the purpose of the Task Force was to find Deputy M o2 and expose 
Deputy -volvernent in the murder of Deputy 


Witness Brody’s interview transcription- page 4 and 5- Wherein he said he heard from 
several deputies that Deputy as being accused of killing Deput, 


Subject Shreves’ 2" Witness interview transcription- page 4- Wherein he said he never 


listened to the wire tapped conversation, that he obtained the information regarding the 
conversations contained on the taps from Subject Hager and DEA — 


Subject Shreves’ 2" Witness} jew scription- page 5- Wherein he said information he 
obtained regarding Informant was given to him by Subject Hager. 
Subject Shreves’ 2™ Witness interview transcription- pages 6-10- Wherein he was read 


verbatim from his memorandum regarding several wire tapped conversations and asked who 
provided him the information. Subject Sahreves repeatedly replied, “Hager.” 
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Subject Shreves’ 2" Witness interview transcription- pages 11-23, 26, 29 and 30- Wherein 
Subject Shreves was asked about various points he made in his memorandum to Chief Sams and 
from who he obtained the information. Subject Shreves repeatedly replied that Subject Hager 
gave him the information. 


Subject Shreves’ 1“ Witness interview transcription- page 10- Wherein he said the Task 
Force was not given the parameter to not investigate Department personnel. 


Subject Shreves’ 1" Subject interview transcription - page 11- Wherein he acknowledged that 
he and several other Task Force personnel were admonished by Department Executives not to 
conduct follow-up regarding alleged Department personnel wrongdoing or the Alleged murder of 
Deput 


Subject Shreves’ 1“ Witness interview transcription- page 63- Wherein he states he chooses 
not to believe Deput ‘as involved in the (alleged) murder of Deputy B but strongly 
believes Deput; is “not completely above board.” 


Subject Shreves’ 2" Witness interview transcription- page 5- Wherein he said information he 
obtained regarding Informant as given to him by Subject Hager. 


Subject Shreves’ 2" Witness interview transcription- Wherein he states how he received the 
information he placed into his memorandum, whether that information came from reviewing, 
reports, computer information or members of the Task Force or Crime Analysts. 


Subject Shreves’ 1" Subject interview transcription- page 38, 41- Wherein Subject Shreves 
spoke to a briefing and told deputies that Task Force personnel had uncovered information that 
indicated Deputy Imay have been murdered and a deputy may have knowledge about the 


murder, When asked who that deputy was, Subject Shreves acknowledged that he gestured 
toward another deputy (not Complainan B with a similar name, Depu 
Subject Shreves’ 1“ Subject interview transcription- page 44- Wherein he said after one of 
the briefings, Detective Dan Hunt told him that he shouldn’t tell a briefing about possible deputy 
involvement in the disappearance of Deputy [and that should be left to Internal Affairs. 
Subject Shreves’ 1“ Subject interview transcription- page 44 and 45- Wherein he said he told 


a briefing that he was “incredulous” that a deputy would stil] be working after uncovering these 
allegations. 


Subject Shreves’ 1“ Subject interview transcription- pages 52- ip he said he was 
concemed that — -< been involved in the murder o 
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Subject Shreves’ 1“ Subject interview transcription- pages 56, 57- Wherein he said he wrote 
his memorandum conceming the wire tapped telepkone conversations based on information he 


received from Subject Hager. 


Subject Hager’s LAB interview transcription- page 90-92- Wherein he said a pen register was 
placed on Deputy telephone. 


Subject Hager’s IAB interview transcription- page 93- Wherein he said he assisted the DEA 
in preparing documentation for wire taps. 


Subject Hager’s LAB interview transcription- page 97- Wherein he said the synopsis of wire 
tapped calls listed in Subject Shreves memorandum is an accurate reflection of what he reported 
to Subject Shreves and that he listened to each of those calls listed 


Subject Hager’s LAB interview transcription- page 100 - Wherein he states that a portion of 
the list of informants contained in Subject Shreves memorandum was provided by him and what 
is documented concerning those names is an accurate reflection of what he told Subject Shreves.. 


Witness Holmes’ IAB interview transcription- page 7- Wherein he said he cautioned Task 
Force personne! that their allegations of deputy misconduct was based on rumor and innuendo 
and could ruin the deputies careers if left uncorroborated 


Task Force’s main informant, and caught him in lies and determined he was not 
credible. 

Witness Holmes’ IAB interview transcription- page 9- Wherein he said he cautioned Subject 
Shreves cz -- not reliable. 


Witness Holmes’ IAB a i _— ie page 8- Wherein he said he interviewed the 


Witness Holmes’ IAB interview transcription- page H- Wherein he said Subject Hager was 
writing reports regarding uncorroborated allegations that were up to fifth person hearsay. 


Witness Holmes’ IAB interview transcription- page 12- Wherein he states that another Task 
Foree cr O O was delusional. 


Witness Holmes’ IAB interview transcription- page 14- Wherein he said he interviewed 
another Task Force informant who admitted the information he gave the Task Force was not true. 


Witness Holmes’ JAB interview transcription- page 14- Wherein he cautioned Subjects Hager 
and Shreves about their investigative methods and advised them that their investigation was not 
credible. 

Witness Holmes’ IAB interview transcription- page 15, 16- Wherein he interviewed Attorney 
Ed Consiglio who admitted to him that he told several of the informants used by the Task Force 
that he could protect them from prosecution if they came up with some information ‘nal 
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HB re rdered Deputy | aa that Deputy M -: involved. 


Witness Holmes’ IAB interview transcription- page 20- Wherein he describes his interview 
with Deputy, od found him to be truthful and no evidence to suggest he had done 


anything wrong. 

Witness Ng's IAB interview - Incident Report -page 116- Wherein he said o | 
would not be used by Narcotics Bureau as a CRI because he would bring discredit upon the 
Department. 


Witness Nelson’s IAB interview - Incident Report -page 118- Wherein he said he had 
concems about the use of TE: a CRI. 


Witness Downton’s IAB interview - Incident Report -page 125- Wherein he said he attended 
a briefing wherein Subject Shreves said a deputy may have been involved in Deputy 
murder. While Subject Shreves did not mention the deputy’s name, he knew Subject Shreves 


was speaking about Deput 


Witness Ingram’s IAB interview - Incident Report -page 133- Wherein he said Subject 
Shreves told the briefing that Deputy shooting as an execution, 


Exhibit B - Lieutenant Shreves memorandum, with LAB Notes (findings) inserted. 


Exhibit D - Homicide investigation of Deputy shooting o: 
puy B 


Conflicting Evidence; 


Subject Hager’s IAB interview transcription- page 40 - Wherein he said information he 
received was forwarded as soon as possible to Subject Shreves. 


Subject Hager’s IAB interview transcription- page 53 - Wherein he states that neither he nor 
the Task Force conducted followed up into personnel matters based on information given to them 


byl 


AS Hager’s JAB interview transcription. roa 54 - Wherein he said he sw 


ame on the call, assigned to Deputy regarding a vehicle fire. 


Subject Hager’s [AB interview transcription- page 55 - Wherein he said he never asked 
a “dirty deputies.” 


Subject Hager’s IAB interview transcription- page 56 - Wherein Subject Hager was present 


for discussions with Subject Shreves who was responsible for forwarding information to ICIB 
about alleged personnel wrongdoing. 


Disposition Worksheet (Subj/Hager) 5 IAB IV #2051800 


ad o9 


Subject Hager’s TAB interview transcription- page 63 and 64 - Wherein he said a goal of the 
Task Force was to assist Homicide in getting information regarding Deputy {na that it was 
an inaccurate statement that the Task Force was not to conduct follow-up in the death of Deputy 


Subject Hager’s IAB interview transcription- page 66 - Wherein he said no parameters for the 
Task Force were given in writing; however, the Task Force purpose was to target the 


disappearance of Deputy 


Subject Hager’s IAB interview transcription- page 67-75 - Wherein he states how his 
supervisor, Subject Shreves, was presented information the Task Force received from different 
informants about Deputy 


Subject Hager’s [AB interview transcription- page 77 - Wherein he describes M 
as “lucid’ during his interviews with him 


Deputy photograph to as for the purpose of gathering information for wire 


Subject a: JAB interview transcription- page 82 - Wherein he said the showing of 
taps and he was unaware that Agent ntended to show Deputy protograph. 


Subject Hager’s JAB interview transcription- page 92 - Wherein he said Homicide. 
Investigator Brandenburg then Holmes, were aware of the pen register of Deputy A 
telephone and that pen register was within the parameter of the Task Force because it involved 
the narcotics area of the Task Force investigation. 


Subject Hager’s 1AB interview transcription- page 112 - Wherein he said he only provided 
information that was told to him and he did not investigate that information to see if it was true 


or not. 


Exhibit A - Memorandum penned by Lieutenant Shreves, wherein Task Force concerns are 
described. 


Disposition: 


X _Charge founded as delineated 
Charge founded as modified 
Charge unresolved 

Charge unfounded 
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Potentia) Charge #2: 


That in violation of the Department’s Manual of Policy and Procedures section(s) 3-01/040.70, 
False Statements and/or 3-01/050.10, Performance to Standards, you made false statements to 
your supervisor, Lieutenant Ronald Shreves, concerning information gleaned from Federal wire 
taps and/or various informants, which was used to support your theory that Depuly| 

was involved in criminal acts with known drug dealers and may have been involved in the 


alleged murder of Deputy. 
Evidence Reference: 


Complainan ff ombudsperson’s interview transcription - page 17- Wherein Subject 
Hager misrepresented information from Task Force wire taps. 


Complainan ff mbudsperson’s interview transcription - page 19- Wherein he said that 
as a result of these false allegations, he, on one occasion, was illegally detained by his watch 


commander. 


Complain an mb udsperson’s interview transcription- page 20- Wherein he believes 
his reputation has been irreversibly damaged. 


Complainan ine” IAB interview transcription - page 4 and 5- Wherein he said Subject 
Hager was misrepresenting information obtained from wire taps. 


Subject Shreves’ 2° Witness interview transcription- page 4- Wherein he said he never listened 


to the wire tapped conversation, that he obtained the information regarding the conversations 
contained on the taps from Subject Hager and DEA Agent 


Subject Shreves’ 2™ Witness interview transcription- page 5- Wherein he said information he 
obtained regarding Informant Ee: given to him by Subject Hager. 


Subject Shreves” 2*4 Witness interview transcription- pages 6-10- Wherein he was read verbatim 
from his memorandum regarding several wire tapped conversations and asked who provided him the 
information. Subject Sahreves repeatedly replied, “Hager.” 


Subject Shreves’ 2" Witness interview transcription- pages 11-23, 26, 29 and 30- Wherein 
Subject Shreves was asked about various points he made in his memorandum to Chief Sams and 
from who he obtained the information. Subject Shreves repeatedly replied that Subject Hager gave 
him the information. 


Subject Shreves’ J" Subject interview transcription - pages 56, 57- Wherein he said he wrote his 
memorandum conceming the wire tapped telephone conversations based on information he received 
from Subject Hager. 
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Subject Shreves’ 1" Subject interview transcription - page 57 - Wherein he said that all 
information contained in his memorandum regarding telephone taps came from Subject Hager or 
Agenl 


Subject Shreves’ 1 * Subject interview transcription - pages 61-90- Wherein Subject Shreves was 
questioned about his paraphrasing of the wire taps. 


Subject Hager’s IAB interview transcription- page 42- Wherein he was questioned about the 
credibility of i Subject Hager said he did not find: > credible as he had given 
“quite a bit of information” that he later determincd to be false. 


Subject Hager’s [AB interview transcription - page 52- Wherein he stated that all information 
he came across concerning the disappearance of Deputy S he reported to Subject Shreves. 


Subject Hager’s IAB interview transcription- pages 59-90- Wherein he describes conversations 
with various Task Force informants and that he passed all the information on to Subject Shreves. 


Subject Hager’s IAB interview transcription - page 96-98- Wherein he said al] of the wire tapped 
telephone calls referred to in Subject Shreves’ memorandum, he personally listened to the calls and 
reported the information to Subject Shreves. He said Subject Shreves paraphrasing of the calls is 
an accurate reflection of what he told Subject Shreves. 


Subject Hager’s IAB interview transcription- page 100-102- Wherein he describes other 
information he gave to Subject Shreves. 


Witness Holmes’ 1AB interview - page 7- Wherein he said he ceutioned Task Force personnel that 
their allegations of deputy misconduct was based on rumor and innuendo and could ruin the deputies 
careers if left uncorroborated. 


Witness Holmes’ IAB interview transcription- page 8- Wherein he said he interviewed the Task 
Force’s main informant, and caught him in lies aad determined he was not credible. 


Witness Holmes’ IAB interview transcription - page 10- Wherein he described his interview with 
a Task Force informant, who denied ever telling Subject Hager any of the statements 


attributed to her. 


Witness Holmes? IAB interview transcription - page 11- Wherein he said Subject Hager was 
writing reports regarding uncorroborated allegations that were up to fifth person hearsay. 


Witness Holmes? IAB interview transcription - page 12- Wherein he states that another Task 
Force cr i was delusional. 
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Witness Holmes’ JAB interview transcription - page 14- Wherein he said he interviewed another 
Task Force informant who admitted the information he gave the Task Force was not true. 


Witness Holmes’ IAB interview transcription - page 14- Wherein he cautioned Subjects Hager 
and Shreves about their investigative methods and advised them that their investigation was not 
credible. 


Witness Holmes’ XAB interview transcription- page 18, 19- Wherein he describes how Task Force 
personnel misrepresented information gleaned from wire taps. 


Witness Branden burg’s interview transcription - Wherein he said he did not attempt to talk to 
through a closed door and was not told by her that the “cops are involved” as reported by 
Subject Shreves in his memorandum. 


Witness Doepking’s IAB interview - Incident Report -page 98- Wherein he said he and Deputy 
Engels were talking about a stolen truck on 04/24/01 not a pending warrant at pone as 
eluded to in Subject Shreves memorandum.. 


Witness EE 48 interview - Incident Report -page 95- Wherein she said she was not 
driven home by Deputy {Ess reported by Subject Shreves in his memorandum. 


Witness IEEE AB interview - Incident Report -page 98,99- Wherein he said he never told 
Subject Hager that Deputy {naa a “posse” looking for - inquired about the 
whereabouts offs reported by Subject Shreves in his memorandum. 


Witness | Y interview - Incident Report -page 102- Wherein he said ng direct 
evidence was revealed to link any of the Task Force narcotics targets to the death of Deput, 


Witness EEE 48 interview - Incident Report -page 112- Wherein he stated Sergeant 
Johnston never brought him or Hes as reported by Subject Shreves 


in his memorandum. 


Witness Johnston’s IAB interview - Incident Report-page 113- Wherein he said he never queried 
land provide that information to} s reported by Subject Shreves in 


his memorandum. 


Witness Hs interview - Incident Report -page 112- Wherein he said A 
nd 


allod him regarding a piece of property on Piani Road and not as link between Deputy 
a reported by Subject Shreves in his memorandum. 


Witness M -E interview - Incident Report -page 128- Wherein he said he did not 


learn Subject Hager was the lead investigator for the Task force from Deputy fs reported by 
Subject Shreves in his memorandum. 
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Witness M ^ interview - Incident Report -page 146- Wherein he said Subject Hager 
never asked him about Deputy Bower as reported by Subject Shreves in his memorandum 


Witness EE 48 interview - Incident Report -page 146- Wherein he said Subject Hager 
asked him about “dirty deputies” but he did not say he knew any as reported by Subject Shreves in 
his memorandum. 


Witness Sylvies’ IAB interview - Incident Report -page 150- Wherein he said Subject Hager 
asked Task Force informant i Rs pearance andi said 


he did not know „anything about Deputy He did not say anything ahout an overheard 
conversation with| las reported by Subject Shreves in his memorandum. 


Witness Sylvies’ 1AB interview - Incident Report -page 151- Wherein he said the body wire 
conversation between o o nd did not include a conversation 
about Deputy es reported by Subject Shreves in his memorandum. 


Witness Sylvies’ LAB interview - Incident Report -page 153- Wherein Sergeant Sylvies advised 
Subject Shreves that he had concems about Subject Hagermisrepresenting the content of wire tapped 
telephone cails. 


Witness Sylvies’ IAB interview - Incident Report -page 156- Wherein he said Subject Shreves 
was given misinformation, with Subject Hager’s personal interpretation, which was ofien wrong and 
Subject Shreves tended to believe Subject Hager. 


view - Incident Report -page 168- Wherein he said he never had a 
2c Deputy Engels as reported by Subject 


Witnes 8 interview - Incident Report -page 169- Wherein he said he was questioned 
by Subject Hager about Deputy: never made the statement that he would be killed if asked 
to work Deputy, s reported by Subject Shreves in his memorandum. 


Witness 
conversation with 
Shreves in his memorandum. 


Witness 48 interview - Incident Report -page 169- Wherein he said he never became 
upset or asked to be deactivated as an informant when shown a photo of Depu- reported 
by Subject Shreves in his memorandum 


Witness FAB interview - Incident Report -page 181- Wherein he said he never told the 
Task Force that Deputy Levenson asked him to query names through LA CLEAR as reported by 
Subject Shreves in his memorandum. 


Witness BER 1E interview - Incident Report -page 210- Wherein he said he told Subject 


Hager anything about Deputy Bower and he js not a ex-Vago or associated with the Vagos as 
reported by Subject Shreves in his memorandum. 


Disposition Worksheet (Subj/Hager) 10 IAB IV #2051800 


ad ad 


Wines fC interview - Incident Report -page 222- Wherein he said he never told 
Subject Hager that Deputy Bower was attending a Vagos meeting as reported by Subject Shreves in 


his memorandum. 


Witness IC 25k interview - Incident Report -page 224- Wherein he said everything 
he knew about Deputies| d Ha: rumor and hearsay. 


Exhibit C and C-1 - Homicide reports regarding the disappearance of. Deputy pnd a summary 
of that report. 


Exhibit F - Wherein computer generated logs of DEAS C show that he did not run 
o RAG September 12, 2001, as reported by Subject Shreves in his 


memorandum. 


Exhibit H - ICIB investigations of allegations of misconduct made by Task Force personnel. 


Exhibit Q - District Attomey’s rejections of charges investigated by ICIB. 


Exhibit R - Notes from O o'er Session with AUSA. 


Exhibit T - Ombuds complaints by Deputies B Bailey, Bower, Gutierrez and Levenson. 


Conflicting Evidence: 


Subject Hager’s JAB interview transcription- page 53 - Wherein he states that neither he nor the 
Task Force conducted followed up into personnel matters based on information given to them by 


Subject Hager’s IAB in terview oe page 54 - Wherein he said he saw 


name on the call, assigned to Deputy regarding a vehicle fire. 


Subject Hager’s IAB interview transcription- page 63 and 64 - Wherein he said a goal of the 
Task Force was to assist Homicide in getting information regarding Deputy land that it was 
an inaccurate statement that the Task Force was not to conduct follow-up in the death of Deputy 


Subject Hager’s JAB interview transcription- page 66 - Wherein he said no parameters for the 
Task Force were given in writing; however, the Task Force purpose was to target the disappearance 


of Deputy, 


Subject Hager’s JAB interview transcription- page 67-75 - Wherein he states how his supervisor, 
Subject Shreves, was presented information the Task Force received from different informants about 


Deputy} 
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Subject Hager’s TAB interview transcription- page 77 - Wherein he describes EPs 
“lucid? during his interviews with him. 


Subject Hager’s LAB interview transcription- page 82 - Wherein he said the showing of Deputy 


hotograph ti as for the purpose of gathering information for wire taps and 
he was unaware that Agen intended to show Gorton Dep Moio: 


Subject Hager’s IAB interview transcription- page 82 - Wherein he said the showing of Deputy 
BEE :otozrapb t vas for the purpose of gathering information for wire taps and 
he was unaware that Agent intended to show] eputy fp hotograph 


Subject Hager’s LAB interview transcription- page 92 - Wherein he said Homicide, Investigator 
Brandenburg then Holmes, were aware of the pen register of Deputy telephone and that pen 
register was within the parameter of the Task Force because it involved the narcotics area of the Task 


Force investigation. 


Subject Hager’s IAB interview transcription- page 112 - Wherein he said he only provided 
information that was told to him and he did not investigate that information to see if it was true or 


not. 


Subject Shreves’ 1“ Subject interview transcription - page 47 -Wherein he said he received some 
information for his memorandum from Sergeant Steve Sylvies. 


Exhibit A - Memorandum penned by Lieutenant Shreves, wherein Task Force concerns are 
described. 


Disposition: 


X Charge founded as delineated 
Charge founded as modified 
Charge unresolved 

Charge unfounded 


Discipline Assessment 


Review of Applicable “Guidelines for Discipline” Section: 
The Department’s “Guidelines for Discipline” (Revised July 1, 1996) lists the following 
analogous misconduct with associated disciplinary penalties: 
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CONDUCT STANDARD SPECIAL NOTES 
DISCIPLINE 

Performance to Standards See Notes #3 & #4 

Failure to follow 1-5 Days Suspension 

instructions/orders 


Discourtesy or profanity 


toward Department WIR to 5 days suspension 
members 
Untruthful or misleading 10-15 Days Suspension See Note #1 


statements to a supervisors. 


Note #1 As noted elsewhere in these guidelines, discipline is expected to be within the 
standard range in most cases. In the event circumstances warrant a downward 
adjustment to a penalty less than the standard range, the indicated offenses may 
not be reduced below a five (5) day suspension. 


Note #3 In addition, performance issues may be addressed by the personnel performance 
evaluation system. See Civil Service Rule 20. Those rules provide that an 
employee must be discharged as a result of an unsatisfactory evaluation. 


Note #4 The standard discipline for this section can range from a written reprimand to 
discharge, based on an evaluation of the totality of the circumstances. 


Determination of Discipline: 
Based upon the attached assessment of mitigating and aggravating factors, the following 


discipline has been determined to be appropriate. This discipline is subject to revision upon 
receipt of the Subject’s response or grievance. 


X _Discharge 


Reduction in Rank 

Removal from Bonus Position 

Suspension with loss of pay and benefits for days 
Written Reprimand 


_ No discipline 
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COUNTY oi ANGELES - SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT 
INTERNAL AFFAIRS BUREAU INVESTIGATIVE REPORT 


DATE OF INCIDENT i FILE NO. 


Between February, 2000 and | IAB 2051800 


January, 2002 


SUBJECT(S} 


Shreves, Ronald W. p èë | 
=a 


Hager, Darren K. 


COMPLAINANT(S) 


Deputy M 
CHARACTER OF CASF 


3.01/030.15 - Conduct Toward Others; 3-01/050.10 - Performance to Standards; 3-01/030.37 - 
Unnecessary Interference; 3-01/040.70 - False Statements; 3-03/030.05 - General Behavior, 3- 
01/030.10 - Obedience to Laws Regulations and Orders; 3-01/020.05 - Extent of Supervision; 3- 
01/020.20 - Responsibility for Completion of Duties; 3-01/020.25 - Chain of Responsibility; 3- 
01/020.35 - Organizational Control; 3-01/020.55 - Manner of Giving Orders and Instructions; 3- 
01/020.70 - Responsibility for Conduct of Subordinates, 
A 
LOCATION 


Antelope Valley, Lancaster Station 


REFERENCE INVESTIGATOR 


Larry Gregg, Sergeant 
Internal Affairs Bureau 


William T. Sams, Chief 
Field Operations Region I 


SYNOPSIS: 


It is alleged that on or about November, 2001, Lieutenant Shreves made statements at Lancaster 
Station that Deputy as involved in the disappearance of Deputy M a deputy 
who disappeared in June, 1998 in the Pearblossom area. Jt is alleged that Deputy Hager gave 
misinformation to Lieutenant Shreves that is contained in the memorandum and that Lieutenant 
Shreves failed to verify the information. It is further alleged that between February 20, 2000 and 
January 2002, Lieutenant Shreves and Deputy Hager interfered in the Homicide investigation of 


the disappearance of Deputy 


SUBMITTED BY REFERRED FOR RECOMMENDATION TO 
Dennis H. Burns, Captain William T. Sams, Chief 
Internal Affairs Bureau Field Operations Region I 


STATUS OF SUBJECTS 


Shreves - Active Duty 
Hager- JOD 


